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Discussion of Comments and Changes

The Coast Guard received no
comments in response to the notice of
proposed rulemaking and no changes
have been made to this final rule.

Regulatory Evaluation

This final rule is not a significant
regulatory action under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. It has not been reviewed by the
Office of Management and Budget under
that Order. It is not significant under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040; February 26, 1979). The
Coast Guard expects the economic
impact of this final rule to be so
minimal that a full Regulatory
Evaluation under paragraph 10e of the
regulatory policies and procedures of
DOT is unnecessary. This conclusion is
based on the fact that the bridge has not
had many requests to open overnight
during the winter months. Mariners will
still be able to obtain bridge openings
during the regulated time period
provided they give six-hour notice.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the Coast Guard
considered whether this final rule will
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
‘‘Small entities’’ include small
businesses, not-for-profit organizations
that are independently owned and
operated and are not dominant in their
fields, and governmental jurisdictions
with populations less than 50,000.
Therefore, for reasons discussed in the
Regulatory Evaluation section above, the
Coast Guard certifies under section
605(b) of the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) that this final rule
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

Collection of Information

This final rule does not provide for a
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

Federalism

The Coast Guard has analyzed this
final rule in accordance with the
principles and criteria contained in
Executive Order 13132 and has
determined that this final rule does not
have federalism implications under that
order.

Environment

The Coast Guard considered the
environmental impact of this final rule
and concluded that, under section
2.B.2., Figure 2–1, paragraph (32)(e), of
Commandant Instruction M16475.1C,
this final rule is categorically excluded
from further environmental
documentation because promulgation of
changes to drawbridge regulations have
been found to not have a significant
effect on the environment. A written
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is not required for this final rule.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117

Bridges.

Regulations

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 117 as follows:

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

1. The authority citation for part 117
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46; 33
CFR 1.05–1(g); section 117.255 also issued
under the authority of Pub. L. 102–587, 106
Stat. 5039.

2. Section 117.219(b) is revised to
read as follows:

§ 117.219 Pequonnock River

* * * * *
(b) The Stratford Avenue Bridge, mile

0.1, at Bridgeport, shall open on signal;
except that, from 6:45 a.m. to 7:15 a.m.,
7:45 a.m. to 8:15 a.m., 11:45 a.m. to 1:15
p.m., and 4:30 p.m. to 6:10 p.m., the
draw need not open for the passage of
vessels. From December 1 through
March 31, from 8 p.m. to 4 a.m., the
draw shall open on signal if at least six-
hours notice is given by calling the
number posted at the bridge.
* * * * *

Dated: October 29, 1999.

R.M. Larrabee,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commander,
First Coast Guard District
[FR Doc. 99–29503 Filed 11–12–99; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910–15–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CT–054–7213; A–1–FRL–6471–7]

Removal of the Approval and
Promulgation of Air Quality
Implementation Plans; Connecticut;
National Low Emission Vehicle
Program

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule; removal of
amendments.

SUMMARY: On August 16, 1999 (64 FR
44411), EPA published a direct final
rule that approved the National low
emission vehicle (LEV) program for
Connecticut. EPA stated in that direct
final rule that if we received adverse
comment by September 15, 1999, the
rule would not take effect and EPA
would publish a timely withdrawal.
EPA subsequently received adverse
comment on that direct final rule, but
did not publish the withdrawal prior to
the effective date of the direct final rule.
In this action, EPA is removing the
amendments that were published in the
August 16, 1999, direct final rule.
DATES: This action is effective
November 12, 1999.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert C. Judge, Air Quality Planning
Unit of the Office of Ecosystem
Protection (mail code CAQ), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, One Congress Street, Suite
1100, Boston, MA 02114–2023, or at
(617) 918–1045 or judge.robert@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA is
removing the amendments to the
Connecticut State Implementation Plan
that was published as a direct final rule
on August 16, 1999. This amendment
had approved the National LEV program
for the State of Connecticut as a
compliance alternative to the State’s
California LEV program adopted under
section 177. Since EPA received a letter
dated September 14, 1999 with adverse
comments from the American Canoe
Association, Incorporated, by its terms,
the direct final rule should not have
become effective. EPA, therefore, is
hereby removing those amendments in
today’s action.

This removal action is simply a
ministerial correction of the prior direct
final rulemaking, which by its terms
should not have become effective
because the American Canoe
Association commented adversely on
the approval action. Therefore, EPA is
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invoking the good cause exception
under the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) because
EPA believes that notice-and-comment
rulemaking of this removal action is
contrary to the public interest and
unnecessary. This removal action
merely restores the regulatory text that
existed prior to the direct final rule.
EPA stated in the August 16, 1999 direct
final action that should adverse
comment be received, the rule would
not take effect. The rule took effect
because EPA did not publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register prior
to the rule’s effective date. It would be
contrary to the public interest to keep
that final rule in effect when it should
not have taken effect since adverse
comment was received. Additionally,
further notice-and-comment on this
action is unnecessary because EPA is
merely restoring the regulatory text that
existed prior to the final rule, consistent
with the original rulemaking. In a
subsequent final rule, we will
summarize and respond to any
comments received and take final
rulemaking action on this requested
Connecticut SIP revision.

Administrative Requirements
Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR

51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ and
is therefore not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget. In
addition, this action does not impose
any enforceable duty, contain any
unfunded mandate, or impose any
significant or unique impact on small
governments as described in the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(Pub. L. 104–4). This rule also does not
require prior consultation with State,
local, and tribal government officials as
specified by Executive Order 12875 (58
FR 58093, October 28, 1993) or
Executive Order 13084 (63 FR 27655
(May 10, 1998), or involve special
consideration of environmental justice
related issues as required by Executive
Order 12898 (59 FR 7629, February 16,
1994). Because this action is not subject
to notice-and-comment requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
or any other statute, it is not subject to
the regulatory flexibility provisions of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
601 et seq.). This rule also is not subject
to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997) because EPA interprets
E.O. 13045 as applying only to those
regulatory actions that are based on
health or safety risks, such that the
analysis required under section 5–501 of
the Order has the potential to influence
the regulation. This rule is not subject
to E.O. 13045 because it does not

establish an environmental standard
intended to mitigate health or safety
risks.

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 808 allows
the issuing agency to make a rule
effective sooner than otherwise
provided by the CRA if the agency
makes a good cause finding that notice
and public procedure is impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest. This determination must be
supported by a brief statement. 5 U.S.C.
808(2). As stated previously, EPA has
made such a good cause finding,
including the reasons therefore, and
established an effective date of
November 12, 1999. EPA will submit a
report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. This action is not
a ‘‘major rule’’ as defined by 5 U.S.C.
804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by January 11, 2000.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this rule for the
purposes of judicial review nor does it
extend the time within which a petition
for judicial review may be filed, and
shall not postpone the effectiveness of
such rule or action. This action may not
be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section
307(b)(2).)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental Protection, Air

pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Nitrogen Dioxide, Ozone, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: October 28, 1999.
John P. DeVillars,
Regional Administrator, Region I.

Part 52 of chapter I, title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Subpart H—Connecticut

§ 52.370 [Amended]
2. Section 52.370 is amended by

removing paragraph (c)(79).

§ 52.385 [Amended]
3. In § 52.385, Table 52.385 is

amended by removing the entries in
Connecticut State citations for ‘‘Section
22a–174–36, entitled ‘Low Emission
Vehicles’ ’’ and ‘‘Section 22a–174–36(g),
entitled ‘Alternative Means of
Compliance via the National Low
Emission Vehicle (LEV) Program.’ ’’

[FR Doc. 99–29302 Filed 11–10–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[TX–106–1–7405a, FRL–6471–8]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Texas;
Revisions to Consumer Products
Rules

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA is taking direct final
action approving revisions to the
consumer products regulations in the
Texas State Implementation Plan (SIP).
The primary purpose of the revisions is
to amend the regulations to exclude a
new type of insecticide designated to
kill house dust mites from the volatile
organic compound (VOC) limitation
applicable to other crawling bug
insecticides. The EPA is approving
these revisions to the Texas SIP as
requested by the Governor of Texas.
DATES: This rule is effective on January
11, 2000 without further notice, unless
EPA receives adverse comment by
December 13, 1999. If EPA receives such
comment, EPA will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing the public that this rule will
not take effect.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed to Mr.
Thomas H. Diggs, Chief, Air Planning
Section (6PD–L), at the EPA Region 6
Office listed below. Copies of
documents relevant to this action are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours at the following
locations. Anyone wanting to examine
these documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least two working days in advance.
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